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Mr. Speaker, this is the wrong weap-

on sale to the wrong country at the
wrong time.

Earlier this month, I circulated a let-
ter with the gentleman from Florida
[Mr. BILIRAKIS] which was signed by 35
Members from both sides of the aisle,
calling on President Clinton to recon-
sider this sale, based on our very seri-
ous concerns over how these weapons
would be used. The Turkish Govern-
ment’s domestic and international be-
havior—including the ongoing cam-
paign against the Kurdish people, the
occupation of Northern Cyprus, and the
blockade of Armenia—makes us deeply
concerned that providing such destruc-
tive power to that Government has the
potential to cause terrible, and pre-
ventable, human suffering.

Today I am joining with my col-
leagues, Mr. TORRICELLI and Mr. BILI-
RAKIS in introducing House Concurrent
Resolution 124 expressing the sense of
Congress that the President should sus-
pend the proposed sale of the Army
Tactical Missile System to the Govern-
ment of the Republic of Turkey until
the Government takes significant and
concrete steps to end the military oc-
cupation of Cyprus, lift its blockade of
Armenia, cease its ongoing campaign
against the Kurdish people, and dem-
onstrate progress on the protection of
human and civil rights within Turkey.

Mr. Speaker, the timing of this sale
is peculiar to say the least. The For-
eign Operations appropriations bill in-
cludes a cut in economic assistance to
Turkey. This provision, which has
strong bipartisan support, was enacted
in response to the concerns cited
above. We believe that the message we
are trying to send with this provision
would be undermined by approving a
new sale of military hardware at this
time. In Ankara, the conclusion would
inevitably be that, beyond limited
symbolic measures, Americans do not
take seriously the shocking breaches of
international law and decency commit-
ted in the name of the Turkish Govern-
ment.

The proposed transaction represents
the first sale of these weapons to any
foreign nation. The Turkish military
track record is not consistent with
what we would expect of any recipient
of United States arms, much less a
NATO member. The Human Rights
Arms Project has cited numerous ex-
amples of the indiscriminate use of
weapons by Turkish forces in Kurdish
civilian areas. We are also concerned
about the evidence strongly linking
Turkey to unauthorized transfers of
United States and NATO weapons to
the Republic of Azerbaijan.

While it is our contention that the
weapons sale should be halted entirely,
in our letter to the President we rec-
ommended that, are the very least,
strong conditions governing the use
and transfer of these weapons be at-
tached to any sale, and that these con-
ditions be strongly enforced.

Mr. Speaker, this sale has been
strongly opposed by Greek-American,

Armenian-American, and Kurdish-
American organizations, as well as
Human Rights Watch, the Council for a
Liveable World, and the Federation of
American Scientists. And for good rea-
son.

Turkey claims it needs the ATACMS
as a deep strike weapon against the
threat of tanks in Syria, Iraq, and Iran.
Yet, in Greece, Turkey’s neighbor to
the west, there is deep concern about
the threat posed by these offensive
weapons. In the regional arms race,
Turkey already has a substantial edge,
with F–16 fighter jets, attack heli-
copters, and antiarmore missiles. In
addition Turkey has imported more
than 1,000 tanks from the United States
alone in the past 5 years.

The Government of Turkey is con-
ducting a war against the Kurds within
Turkey and has made incursions into
Kurdish areas of Iraq, resulting in
thousands of civilian casualties and
millions of refugees. This cruel war is
one part of an overall effort to essen-
tially negate the Kurdish people as a
distinct entity within Turkey. Many
people are concerned that these mis-
siles could be used as part of this mili-
tary campaign, resulting in terrible ci-
vilian casualties.

Also, Turkey continues its occupa-
tion of one-third of the territory of Cy-
prus, having declared a ‘‘Northern Re-
public of Cyprus,’’ an entity that has
no international recognition, and re-
sisting good-faith efforts of the United
States, Greece, and other nations and
international bodies to end the con-
flict. The occupation of Cyprus is well
into its 21st year. There is no sign that
it will end if we continue to send the
message to Ankara that there are no
significant consequences to this illegal
occupation, and that our protests are
largely symbolic and rhetorical.

Another illegal and immoral Turkish
Government policy is the blockade of
its border with the Republic of Arme-
nia. This blockade has blocked the de-
livery of American humanitarian aid to
Armenia and complicated its delivery.
In the foreign ops bill, we have lan-
guage, with strong bipartisan support,
known as the Humanitarian Aid Cor-
ridor Act, which restricts aid to those
countries that block the delivery of aid
to other nations. Although the lan-
guage does not mention Turkey by
name, clearly that is the country that
would be targeted.

Why are we taking these seemingly
significant legislative steps—Humani-
tarian Aid Corridor Act, cutting aid to
Turkey—and then turning around and
giving them this terrible weapon sys-
tem?

Mr. Speaker, we also have to worry about
whether Turkey will see fit to transfer this
technology—our technology—to other nations.
Strong evidence has linked Turkey to the un-
authorized transfer of Untied States and North
Atlantic Treaty Organization weapons to the
Republic of Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan and Arme-
nia are engaged in a tense conflict over the
region of Nagorno-Karabagh. A tenuous
cease-fire is holding, and the administration

has recognized the importance of resolving
this crisis by appointing a special negotiator
with the rank of Ambassador. Why, again, do
we turn around and take steps that will poten-
tially undermine our efforts to negotiate a just
and lasting resolution to this conflict?

International human rights organizations
continue to cite Turkey for egregious violations
of the basic human rights and freedoms of its
own citizens. Earlier this year, an American
journalist was jailed in Turkey because of her
reporting on the campaign against the Kurds.
She was released, thank God. Unfortunately,
there has not been such a happy ending for
those few brave Turkish journalists and human
rights activists who try to tell their countrymen
and the world the truth about what’s going on.
These brave souls languish in prison, largely
forgotten by all but a few friends and support-
ers.

Mr. Speaker, I am very discouraged and
disappointed by the reaction of Western gov-
ernments—not only our own—to Turkey’s con-
tinued flouting of international law and stand-
ards of decency. Just last week, the European
Union admitted Turkey into its Customs Union,
a likely first step toward full membership in the
EU—despite the strong objections from many
legislators and activists on the other side of
the Atlantic.

Why are we doing this? Sadly, we are wit-
nessing the triumph of Realpolitik, in other
words, putting economic or strategic interests
ahead of our own values. The argument is
that we need Turkey because of its strategic
location and as a bulwark against Islamic fun-
damentalism. Well, in the first place, I believe
that these goals could be achieved by more
positive means than weapons sales. But I also
wonder whether we’re making a terrible strate-
gic mistake over the long term, investing bil-
lions, sending our most advanced weapons
and otherwise hurting America’s good name
by associating with a regime that isn’t very
stable and may collapse anyway.

While it may be too late to stop this ill-ad-
vised weapons sale, I urge all my colleagues
to work with me and other Members of this
House to stop coddling the regime in Ankara,
to stand with Turkey’s neighbors, and to stop
basing our foreign policy on the bad bet rep-
resented by the Government of Turkey.

It may be too late to stop this ill-ad-
vised weapons sale to Turkey. I urge
all of my colleagues to work with me
and other Members of this House to
stop coddling the regime in Ankara, to
stand with Turkey’s neighbors, and to
stop basing our foreign policy on the
bad debt represented by the Govern-
ment of Turkey.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. POSHARD] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. POSHARD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]



CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE H 15621December 22, 1995
WHY I AM STANDING FIRM FOR A

BALANCED BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of this House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. TIAHRT] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. TIAHRT. Mr. Speaker, as a fresh-
man Member of Congress, I wanted to
take some time this afternoon to ex-
plain why this Member is standing firm
for a balanced budget.

We are attempting to carry out the
will of the people. Eighty-six percent of
Americans want to have a balanced
budget, and we are intent on keeping
our word.

On September 27, 1994, many of us
stood on the steps of the Capitol here
and promised, through the Contract
With America, to balance the budget
within 7 years. This is nothing new to
us. I know it is new for some people in
America to actually expect people in
Washington, DC, to keep their word,
but for the freshman class that is the
norm. That is what we expect.

Recently we have been criticized by
the President for shutting down nego-
tiations. But if being criticized by the
President means we will hold the Presi-
dent to his word, then, believe me, it is
worth it. We have found that it is im-
possible to trust what the administra-
tion has told us or what the President
has said.

On November 20, 1995, the President
signed into Law Public Law 104–56, and
I would like to read it briefly. It says,
‘‘The President and Congress shall
enact in the first session of the 104th
Congress to achieve a balance budget
not later than fiscal year 2002, as esti-
mated by the Congressional Budget Of-
fice.’’ That has not happened yet.

As was pointed out in today’s Wall
Street Journal on page A8, the edi-
torial page, under the heading ‘‘Fresh-
men Hazing,’’ I am going to read a
paragraph from that. It says,

More than a month ago President Clinton
signed an agreement to work with Congress
to produce a 7-year balanced budget using
updated Congressional Budget Office num-
bers. Since then the White House has done
everything it could to slip out of that deal.
The topper came Tuesday, when Mr. Clinton
met with GOP leaders, and once again appar-
ently agreed to use CBO numbers and reach
a 7-year balance budget deal by the end of
the year. Then Vice President Gore appeared
before reporters and, when asked about the
agreement, said, ‘‘Did the President agree to
put down an Administration-CBO plan ac-
cording to those assumptions? No, absolutely
not.’’

Once again, this is a flipflop and
shows why we cannot trust anything
that comes out of the White House.

Mr. Speaker, I believe I know why
the President is so opposed to a bal-
anced budget. It is because he has to
protect the abuse, the blatant abuse of
taxpayer dollars by the administration.
Secretary O’Leary and the Department
of Energy are very inefficient and
wasteful in the way they spend tax dol-
lars. Secretary O’Leary, although all
her responsibilities are domestic, has
traveled 16 international trips, some at

a cost of over $800,000, each taking
along as many as 50 employees and 68
guests, and many of those guests have
failed to pay their portion of the trip.

She has also hired professional pho-
tographers and video crews. But she is
very concerned about her image, and
that is why she is trying to catch her-
self at her best.

She hired a personal media consult-
ant at a cost to taxpayers of $277 a day.

She employs over 500 public relations
employees at a cost of approximately
$25 million per year to the taxpayers.

She has even hired a private inves-
tigative firm to develop a list of
unfavorables, unfavorable reporters
and Members of Congress. This is just
the tip of the iceberg.

According to the General Accounting
Office, their reports and their audits
say that the Department of Energy is
ineffective as a Cabinet-level agency.
Vice President GORE himself, in his Na-
tional Performance Review, has said
parts of the Department of Energy are
40 percent inefficient and are going to
cost taxpayers $70 billion over the next
30 years if we do not do something.

Well, the President has condoned this
action by keeping Secretary O’Leary in
office. He condones the waste, the
abuse, and you cannot balance the
budget unless you cull this deadwood
out.

We are not convinced the President
or the administration means anything
it says. That is why we are standing
firm against waste and against abuse
and for a balanced budget.
f

EXPRESSING APPRECIATION FOR
CONTINUING RESOLUTION TO AS-
SIST THE DISTRICT OF COLUM-
BIA

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the District of Columbia
[Ms. NORTON] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Ms. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, I come to
the floor to thank those members on
both sides of the aisle who helped and
cooperated with us as we got a continu-
ing resolution that keeps the Capital of
the United States open. I recognize,
particularly because I am among the
Members who has a very large number
of Federal employees, how frustrating
a piecemeal CR has been.

On the other hand, it does seem im-
portant to get to the real principle of
the thing and to the real people who
are behind all of our rhetoric.

The CR that has just passed still has
to go through the Senate, and I am in-
formed that there is a difference in lan-
guage between what they have passed
and what we have passed, so we are
still on tenterhooks.

This will not be known as the most
bipartisan Congress in more than 200
years. There will be very few matters
which can be pointed to which received
any bipartisanship.

I must say, I would have been
ashamed to have been a part of this

body, however, if that posturing and
partisanship prevailed against the
most needy people in our society, those
on welfare and against the Capital of
the United States.

So I am grateful to all involved that
this matter passed. I appreciate the
work of the Speaker, the majority
leader, and the minority leader on our
side. I appreciate the work of the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. LIVING-
STON] and the gentleman from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. OBEY].

If all had not, in fact worked to-
gether, I am not sure exactly where the
District would have been left, but it
certainly would have been twisting in
the wind, and the hardship on people
on AFDC would have been unspeakable.

There is still great unfinished busi-
ness as far as the District of Columbia
is concerned. We are one of, I think,
only a couple of appropriations that
have not even passed yet.

The continuing resolution lasts until
January 3. Imagine what it feels like to
have a continuing resolution until Jan-
uary 3 to spend your own money. That
is the money that is locked up here in
the continuing resolution, and it gives
not 1 cent of Federal money to a city
that is insolvent, at least technically
so, and cash-strapped. It is a very small
favor that the House has done, but it is
a lifesaving favor.

I want to use this occasion at the end
of the first year of the 104th Congress
to ask the Members, come back with
more bipartisanship than they left.

The balanced-budget-in-7-years mat-
ter, for example, is one that the parties
have come very close together on, and
yet the Government is being kept
closed tight as if you needed a hammer
to get the rest of the way. The rest of
the way is very small.

In negotiations, you use hammers
only when you are getting nowhere. We
are getting somewhere, and yet the
hammer of keeping Federal employees
out of work, of keeping them without a
paycheck even though they have been
promised their pay is still there. Imag-
ine, if you had to be without your pay-
check over the Christmas holiday.
There are few of us that could afford
that.

So what we did here today was
minimalism, but important
minimalism. I hope it opens the way to
a greater sense of what is really at
stake here, the confidence of the coun-
try that the two parties that have es-
sentially run this body for 200 years are
capable of continuing to do it for 200
more.

When you have been tested on wheth-
er or not you will keep your own Cap-
ital City open, you have allowed your
own prestige to be tested. I am afraid
this will not play very well around the
world, but at least the headlines will
not read, ‘‘The Congress of the United
States Closes Down Its Own Capital.’’ I
am grateful that it will not read that
and hope that the last act of the year,
and that is what we have probably seen
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